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Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia. 


No. 4277. 

John Brosnan, Jr., Appellant, 
vs. 

Irene McCarthy et al. 


1 In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Holding 

a Probate Court. 


Administration. No. 24027. 

In re Estate of John Bros nan, Deceased. 

The petition of John Brosnan, Jr., respectfully shows to this 
Honorable Court: 

1. That he is a citizen of the United States and a resident of the 
State of Virginia. 

2. That John Brosnan, late a citizen of the United States and 
a resident of the District of Columbia, departed this life on the 7th 
day of May, A. D., 1017, at the city of Washington, District of 
( olumbia. 

3. That the said John Brosnan died possessed of certain personal 
property consisting of life insurance policies of the value of Three 
Thousand dollars ($3,000.00) payable to his estate; four hundred 
ninety-six (400) shares of the capital stock of the Provident Belief 
Association which was deposited by him as collateral together with 
an equal number of shares of same stock deposited by petitioner for 
the payment of a note executed by him as co-maker with petitioner, 
to the Munsev Trust Company of Washington, I). (\, in the sum 
of Forty Thousand dollars ($40,000.00) on which there is now 
due approximately Thirty-two Thousand Five Hundred dollars 
($ 32 . 7 ) 00 . 00 ), and some real estate notes aggregating about Six 
Hundred dollars ($000.00). That he was not seized of anv real 
estate. 

4. That the said John Brosnan left him surviving as his next of 
kin your petitioner, a son, and live (5) daughters, namely, Mary 
M. Bramhall (nee Brosnan), Catherine A. Vernon (nee Brosnan), 
Nellie B. Brosnan, Hannora I. McCarthy (nee Brosnan) and Julia 
L. Brosnan. all of which next of kin are adults. 
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2 5. That said decedent left no last will and testament to 
the best of your petitioner’s knowledge, information and 

belief; that your petitioner has made diligent search and inquiry 
in such places and among such persons as would be likely to disclose 
one if anv existed. 

6. That the said decedent left debts consisting of a joint liability 
for the balance of a note, which balance amounts to about Thirty- 
two Thousand Five Hundred dollars (.$32,500.00), secured by stock 
as aforesaid, and as joint maker on a note for Three Thousand dol¬ 
lars ($3,000.00) held by Rev. Eugene Hannon; funeral expenses 
approximately Four Hundred Ten dollars ($410.00) ; and other 
indebtedness aggregating about Seven Hundred dollars ($700.00). 

7. That all of the next of kin have consented that your petitioner 
be appointed by the court administrator of the estate of the above 
named decedent as appears by the said consent hereto attached. 

Wherefore, the premises considered, petitioner prays: 

(1) That letters of administration may issue to him on his giving 
bond as provided by the code of law in force in the District of Co¬ 
lumbia. 

(2) And for such other and further relief as to the court mav 
seem just and proper. 

JOHN BROS NAN, Jr. 

WILTON J. LAMBERT, 

RUDOLPH II. YEATMAN, 

Attorneys for Petitioner. 

District of Columbia, ss : 

John Brosnan. Jr., being first duly sworn deposes and says that 
he has read over the foregoing petition by him subscribed and that 
he knows the contents thereof; that the matters and facts therein 
stated upon his personal knowledge are true, and those stated upon 
information and belief, he believes to be true. 

JOHN BROSNAN, Jr. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 20th day of September 
1017. 

[notarial seal. | HENRY GILLIGAN, 

Notary Public, I). C. 

3 Tn the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Holding 

a Probate Court. 

Administration. No. 24027. 

In re Estate of John Brosnan, Deceased. 

We. the undersigned, heirs at law and next of kin of the above 
named John Brosnan, deceased, hereby consent that our brother, 
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John Brosnan, Jr., be appointed by the court administrator of the 
estate of our deceased father. 

MARY M. BRAMHALL. 
CATHERINE A. VERNON. 
NELLIE R. BROSNAN. 
HANNORA I. MCCARTHY. 
JULIA L. BROSNAN. 

Witness: 

COSTANZO CERIMELE. 

(Endorsement: Petition for letters of Administration. Filed 
Sept. 21. 1917. James Tanner, Register of Wills, D. C., Clerk of 
Probate Court.) 

4 Upon consideration of the petition of John Brosnan, Jr., 
filed herein on the 21st day of September, A. D. 1917, and it 

appearing to the satisfaction of the court that the said John Brosnan, 
deceased, departed this life intestate, it is by the court this 21st day 
of September, A. D. 1917, 

Adjudged, ordered, and decreed that letters of administration on 
said estate he and the same are hereby granted to John Brosnan, Jr., 
upon his giving bind in the penalty of $16,000 conditioned for the 
faithful performance of his trust. 

By the Court : 

WENDELL P. STAFFORD, 

Justice. 

(Endorsement: Order appointing Administrator. Filed Sept. 21, 
1917. James Tanner, Register of Wills, D. C., Clerk of Probate 
Court.) 

5 Memorandum. 

Sept. 26, 1917.—Bond of John Brosnan, Jr. (Administrator), ap¬ 
proved and Letters of Administration issued. 

6 M. C. R. 

Form No. 122 A. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Holding Probate 

Court. 

Administration Docket 56, No. 24027. 

Estate of John Brosnan, Deceased. 

Date of death, May 7, 1917. 

Letters issued September 26, 1917. 
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First Account of John Brosnan, Jr ., Administrator. 


This Accountant charges himself with the 

amount of the Inventory of Monev and 

*■ % 

Debts filed herein Jan. 26, 1618, recorded in 
Liber Inventories No. 72, folio 582, consist¬ 
ing of: 

Cash in Munsev Trust Co. 

« 

Cash in North Capital Savings Bank. 

Cash collected from Prudential Life Insur¬ 
ance Co. 

(ash collected from Shield of Honor Societv. 
(’ash collected from Equitable Life Insur¬ 
ance Co., Washington. 

Cash collected from Baltimore Life Ins. Co. . 


Assets Dis- 

received. bursements. 


$60.00 
45.00 

907.30 
1 . 000.00 

500.00 

474.14 


$3,076.53 

And with the amount of the Inventory of 
A pi •raised Personal Estate filed herein 
March 16. 1618. recorder in Liber Inven¬ 
tories No. 73. folio 132, consisting of: 

Household Effects, appraised ( 7 / . $236.60 236.60 

Stocks, do. 15,936 00 . 


$16,172.60 . 

Note.— This stock consisting of 468 shares 
of the Capital Stock of the Provident Belief 
Association of Washington, D. C., was at the 
death of John Brosnan and still is deposited 
with the Munsey Trust Co., as part collateral 
to a joint note signed and endorsed by the 
decedent and John Brosnan, Jr., for $35,000. 

One-half of which amount namely $17,500 
was due from decedent to The Munsey Trust 
Co., and is subject to contribution in the sum 
of at least one-half of the amount of the note 
for $35,000.00. 

Amount earned forward. $3,313.13 


7 Brougt forward. $3,313.13 

1917, Aug.—Dividend on the afore¬ 
said stock. 1,495.00 

Cash from Munsey Trust Co. 6.00 


$4,814.13 
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lie claims credit and allowance for the fol¬ 
lowing disbursements, to wit. 


Vous. 


Funeral expenses. 1 

Medical services. 2 

E. J. Hannan, promissory note. 3 

John Brosnan, Jr., promissory note of 
$1,000, with int. from Feb. 6, 1917.. 4 

Colonial State Bank, Newport News, 

Ya., promissory note. 0 

Farmers & Mechanics Bank, note. 5 

II. Baum & Son, mdse. 7 

(leorge Motter, “ . 8 

W. B. Moses & Sons, “ . 9 

John Buehler, “ . 10 

Washington Safe Deposit Co. 11 

Julian Dodge, garage rent. 12 

Frederick Ileidenreich, inscription on 

monument. 13 

W. F. Hummer & Co., coal. 14 

Register of Wills, deposit for costs. 15 

Do., do. 16 

Collector of Internal Revenue income 

tax. 17 

Do., do. 18 

Globe Indemnity Co., premium on bond 19 
l)o., do. 19 J 


351.00 

80.00 

1,635.00 

1,015.00 

131.00 

150.00 

48.00 

59.20 
17.53 

6.00 

2.50 
10.00 

11.20 
25.00 
11.40 

3.26 

40.00 

7.50 
58.00 
38.66 


Amounts carried forward 


$4,814.13 $3,700.25 


8 Brought forward 


$4,814.13 $3,700.25 


Washington Law Reporter, notice to 


creditors. 20 

The Washington Post, do. 21 

Wilton J. Lambert, Atty., professional 

services. 22 

Norman D. Parker, drugs. 23 

Munsey Trust Co., interest on note 
of $17,500 no vous.; int. en¬ 
tered on note: 

Dec., 1917. 525.00 

June, 1918. 525.00 

Dec., “ . 525.00 

June, 1919. 525.00 


5.00 

6.00 

150.00 

19.86 


2,100.00 
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Vous. 

Register of Wills, accrued costs and this 

account. 24 . 20.30 

Personal Effects were turned over in 
kind to the distributees, appraised 

value . . 236,.60 


$6,238.01 

Cash overpayment. $1,423.88 

$6,238.01 $6,238.01 

Real estate notes of Hattie Solomon were valueless as property was 
sold under foreclosure of lirst mortgage before letters were issued to 
this administrator. 


9 District of Columbia, to-uit: 

I, John Brosnan, Jr.. Administrator of the estate of John Brosnan, 
late of the District of Columbia, deceased, do solemnly swear that the 
foregoing account is just and true, and that I have bona fide paid, or 
secured to be paid, the several sums for which I claim credit and al¬ 
lowances. 

JOIIX BROSNAN, Jr., Admr. 


Sworn and subscribed to before me this 14th day of October, A. D. 
1919. 

THEODORE COGSWELL, 

Deputy Register of Wills for the District of Columbia, 

Clerk of the Probate Court. 


In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Holding a Probate 

Court. 

On this 25th day of October. A. D. 1920, the foregoing account, be¬ 
ing now presented for approval, the same is, after examination by the 
Court, approved and passed. 

WILLIAM HITZ, 

Justice. 


(Endorsement: First Account of John Brosnan, Jr., Admr. Ap¬ 
proved and passed Oct. 25, 1920. Filed Oct. 25, 1920. James Tan¬ 
ner, Register of Wills, D. C., Gerk of Probate Court.) 

10 Form No. 122 A. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Holding Probate 

Court. 

Administration Docket 56, No. 24027. 

Estate of John Brosnan, Deceased. 

Date of death, May 7, 1917. 

Letters issued Sept. 26, 1917. 
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Affidavit in Lien of Second Account of John Brosnan, Jr. f Admin¬ 
istrator. 

District of Columbia, to - wit : 

Before me, a Notary Public in and for the District of Columbia, 
personally appeared John Brosnan, Jr., who, being duly sworn, de¬ 
poses and says: that since filing his first account as Administrator of 
John Brosnan, late of the District of Columbia, deceased, no money 
or assets have been received nor any monies disbursed by him on ac¬ 
count of the estate of said deceased and that he files this affidavit in 
lieu of an account. 

JOHN BROSNAN, Jr., 
Administrator of the Estate of John Brosnan. 

Sworn and subscribed before me this 24th day of February, 1920. 
[notarial seal] RICHARD M. PARKER, 

Notary Public for D. C. 

11 Form No. 123 A. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Holding a Probate 

Court. 

On this 25th day of October, A. D. 1920, the foregoing affidavit in 
lieu of second account, being now presented for approval, the same is, 
after examination by the Court, approved and passed. 

WILLIAM IIITZ, Justice. 

(Endorsement: Affidavit in lieu of Second Account of John Bros¬ 
nan, Jr., Admr. Approved and passed Oct. 25, 1920. Filed Oct. 25, 
1920. Janies Tanner, Register of Wills, D. C., Clerk of Probate 
Court.) 

12 Nov. 3, 1921—Account stated and principal notified. 

13 Exceptions to Account of Administrator 

Now come Irene McCarthy, Nellie Brosnan, Catherine Vernon, and 
Julia Meinberg, four beneficiaries in the estate of the said John Bros¬ 
nan, deceased, by their attorney, and object to the acceptance of the 
affidavit tiled by John Brosnan, Jr., administrator herein, in lieu of 
an account, and for reasons therefor vour objectors state as follows: 

That the said affidavit simply avers that no assets have come into 
the hands of the said administrator for or on account of the said 
estate, and that no disbursements have been made by him in his 
character as said administrator for and on behalf of the said estate 
since the filing of his last account in this case, and your objectors aver 
that the said estate is interested in a large block of stock in the Provi¬ 
dent Relief Association, a solvent and going concern, which, as your 
objectors are informed and therefore aver, has been earning large 
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profits during the year covered by the affidavit filed in lieu of his ac¬ 
count by the said John Brosnan, Jr., as administrator in this case, and 

that there must have l>oen some funds received bv the said John Bros- 

* 

nan, Jr., in his capacity as administrator with reference to the said 
stock hereinbefore set out and shown by the said John Brosnan, Jr., 
in his petition for appointment as administrator in this case to have 
been at the time in the possession of this estate. 

Wherefore, your exceptants object nnd except to the allowance of 
the said affidavit in lieu of an account as filed by the said adminis¬ 
trator. and pray the Court to order the said John Brosnan, Jr., to file 
a proper account, showing forth the administration of his trust with 
reference to the said stock during the year purported to be 
14 covered bv the affidavit as aforesaid. 

WILLIAM E. LEAIIY, 

Attorney for Objectors. 

(Endorsement: Exceptions to account of Administrator. Filed 
November 14, 1921. James Tanner, Register of Wills, I). C., Clerk 
of Probate Court.) 


15 Your petitioners respectfully represent to this Honorable 

Court: 

(1 ) That they are citizens of the Ended States and three of your 
petitioners are residents of the District of Columbia, while the fourth, 
Marv Bramhall. is a resident of the Citv of Chicago, State of Illi- 
nois, and the fifth, Nellie Brosnan. is a resident of the City of New 
York, State of New York; they file this petition as the children of 
John Brosnan. deceased, who departed this life on the 7th day of 
May, 1917, 1 eing at the time of his death domiciled in the District 
of Columbia and a resident of the District of Columbia: John Bros¬ 
nan, Jr., being the only other child of the said deceased John 
Brosnan. 

(2) That at the time of the death of petitioners* father, John 
Brosnan. he was the owner of Nine Hundred Ninety-five shares of 
the total capital stock of One Thousand shares of the Provident Relief 
Association of Washington, D. C., of the number of shares so owned 
by the said John Brosnan at the time of his death. Six Hundred 
Thirty shares had been acquired three years prior thereto from his 
brother, Timothv Brosnan. now also deceased, which said Six Hun- 
dred Thirty shares had been acquired from his brother, Timothy 
Brosnan. by purchase with the understanding and agreement be¬ 
tween the deceased John Brosnan and Timothv Brosnan that no 
portion of said stock should he sold, transferred or given in any 
manner to petitioners’ brother. John Brosnan. Jr. The balance of 
the ownership of stock by petitioners* deceased father at the time 
of his death, amounting to Three Hundred Sixty shares, had keen 
acquired by him from time to time prior to 1914. the time that he 
acquired the Six Hundred Thirty shares from his brother, Timothy 
Brosnan. 
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Petitioners further say that the value of these holdings of peti¬ 
tioners* father in the Provident Relief Association at the time of his 
death was worth according to information and advice fur- 

16 nished your petitioners, from One Hundred Fifty Thousand 
to Three Hundred Thousand Dollars. Your petitioners say 

that prior to the death of petitioners’ father and between 1914 and 
the date of his death in 1918, a sum of money was borrowed and 
the total amount of stock belonging to petitioners’ father was de¬ 
posited as collateral security for the loan, the proceeds of said loan 
being advanced to the Provident Relief Insurance Company for the 
purpose of strengthening its finances and increasing its value; 
the exact amount of said loan petitioners do not know, but they un¬ 
derstand it was a considerable sum. 

(3) Petitioners further advise the court that their father at the 
time of his death was the owner of real estate, being lot 6, block 27 
in New Port News. Virginia, said property being improved bv a 
large frame store and dwelling and five small dwellings, the value 
of said property being unknown to your petitioners; also Lot 74 
of Charles J. Walker’s Subdivision of Block 27 Columbia Heights, 
Washington, I). C.. improved by dwellings 1218 Euclid Street North¬ 
west, said improvements consisting of a ten room brick dwelling, 
the value of which is unknown to your petitioners; also Lots 28 and 
33 in Rlock 4, Moore and Harbour’s Addition, being improved by 
dwellings known as 67 and 77 U Street Northwest, each of which 
said houses being eight room brick dwellings, but the value of 
which is unknown to your petitioners; also part of Original Lot 2, 
Square 480. Washington, D. C., being improved by a dwelling 
known as 513 N Street, Northwest, said dwelling being a nine room 
frame dwelling, the value of which is unknown to your petitioners; 
also two parcels of ground rent improved hv two six-room brick 
dwellings, said dwellings being known as 1814 and 1829 Eagle 
Street, Baltimore. Maryland, the value unknown to vour petitioners. 

Your petitioners further state to the court that they are advised 
that this property as a whole was worth in the neighborhood of 
Thirtv Thousand Dollars and that there are some encum- 

c' 

17 brances upon won this property or some parcels thereof, 
hut that the total emcumbrance on all of the property did not 

exceed Nine Thousand Dollars, and that at the time of the death 
of your petitioners’ father this property had been conveyed to Rich¬ 
ard M. Parker under certain conditions which conditions had not 
been fulfilled at the time of the death of your petitioners’ father, 
and they are advised that the said Parker could not lawfully dis¬ 
pose of said property after the death of your petitioners’ father, 
although thev are now advised by persons living in some of these 
houses that the properties are now owned by those persons occupv- 
ing them and have been purchased bv them in good faith, hut in 
what manner and under what conditions, petitioners do not know 
and are unable to advise the court. 

(4) Petitioners further state to the court that the Provident Re¬ 
lief Insurance Company is a corporation incorporated under the 
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laws of the District of Columbia, and for many years prior to the 
death of your petitioners’ father was engaged in the District of 
Columbia and the State of Virginia in carrying on an industrial 
insurance business in the District of Columbia, and State of Vir¬ 
ginia and elsewhere. Up to the date of the purchase of the stock by 
your petitioners* father from his brother Timothy Brosnan, con¬ 
sisting of Six Hundred and Thirty shares, your petitioners’ father 
was the President of said Company and had been for several years; 
that said Timothy Brosnan was treasurer of said company, and each 
of said officers drew the sum of One Hundred Dollars per week as 
salary’. Your petitioners’ brother. John Brosnan. Jr., was Vice 
President and drew a salary of $1,820,00 per year: Thomas W. 
Bramhall was Secretary and drew a salary of $1 .Do0.00 per year. 
This constituted all of the oflicers of said Company. After the 
purchase by your petitioners* father of the Six Hundred Thirty 

shares from his brother Timothv Brosnan. the said Timothv Bros- 

• • 

nan under an agreement and arrangement received no fur- 
18 ther salary, unless it he Twenty Five Dollars per week, and he 
thereupon resigned as an ollicer of said company, and your 
petitioners’ father remained as President of said company but like¬ 
wise became its treasurer and drew as president and treasurer, during 
the year of 1014. $0,845.00, while your petitioners’ brother was 
elected as Vice President and Assistant Treasurer, and during the year 
of 1014 received a salary from the two positions of $4,310.00 and the 
said Thomas \Y. Bramhall continued as Secretary and drew for the 
year 1014 a salary og $2,100.00. During this year of 1014. the pre¬ 
miums collected and received bv this Insurance Company were 
$427,003.08, and the company received from interest and rents an 
additional sum for this year of $3,088.04. making a total receipt for 
the year of $430,181.12, out of which there was returned to the 
policy holders in claims paid the sum of $201,855.00 and at the end 
of said year of 1014. according to the sworn statement filed with the 
Insurance Commissioner of the District of Columbia, as required by 
law, the Company had admitted assets of as follows, to wit: 

Bonds.$10,400.83 

Cash. 25,500.05 

Bills receivable. 003.00 


$30,041.88 


as against which there were liabilities of unpaid claims and accrued 
taxes of $2,828.11, capital stock of $25,000.00. and surplus of $7.- 
573.05, which was the condition of the company at the last report 
made to the Insurance Commissioner and signed and sworn to by 
John Brosnan. Sr., your petitioners' father, as President and Treas¬ 
urer of said company. 

Your petitioners are advised, and upon such advice state as a 
fact, that when the salary of your petitioners’ father and the salary 
of vour petitioners’ brother was increased and named at the sum of 
$7,478.50 it was with the distinct understanding and agreement 
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that one half of each of these salaries should be used and ap- 

19 plied to the payment of the indebtedness for which your 
Petitioners’ father’s stock had been pledged to pay by reason 

of the fact that the proceeds from said loan had been placed in the 
assets of the company as a contribution of the company and was 
recognized as an indebtedness of the company to your petitioners’ 
father, but by reason of the fact that the loan was procured and the 
proceeds of loan had been used for the purpose of strengthening the 
company and making it more valuable and by reason of the objec¬ 
tions to having this shown as an indebtedness to the company, it was 
treated as a loan made by John Brosnan, Jr., and John Brosnan, 
Sr., to be paid for by the company in the manner above described, 
that is to say, by increasing the salary of John Brosnan, Jr., and 
John Brosnan, Sr., so that one half of each salary would be turned 
over to the payment of this loan and in that manner discharge in 
full the obligations incurred bv said loan and this agreement was 
carried out up to the time of the death of John Brosnan, Sr. 

(5) On the 7th day of May, 1917, your petitioners’ father John 
Brosnan, Sr., departed this life, and at said time he was the owner 
of the full number of 995 shares of the capital stock of the Provi¬ 
dent Relief Insurance Company. What occurred thereafter with 
reference to the 1 company your petitioners do not know and are un¬ 
able to advise the court, but they are now advised by their attorney 
and upon such advice state as a fact that the official records filed with 
the Insurance Commissioner of the District of Columbia for the year 
1917 as required by law show that your petitioners’ father John 
Brosnan, for that portion of the year during which he was alive, 
received a salary of $2,837.50 and that your petitioners’ brother drew 
from the company by way of salary $12,837.50 and in addition 
thereto under the item “Other Disbursements” appears the following: 

20 Traveling and other expenses of managers & 


agents. $9,203.67 

Insurance Dept, fees and license. 182.67 

Taxes on Assessment premiums. 3,611.49 

Other taxes. 230.48 

Internal Revenue. 362.67 

Real Estate. 51.95 

Rent .. 4,723.49 

Advertising, Printing, and Stationery. 3,933.12 

Portage, Express, Telegraph, and Telephone. 3,166.81 

Legal expenses in litigating claims. 415.75 

Repairs and Expenses on Real Estate. 632.70 

Furniture and Fixtures. 414.71 

Interest on Real Estate Loans. 957.96 

Heat, Light, and Power. 809.23 

Janitor. 613.99 

Miscellaneous . 11,124.37 


$40,495.06 
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which shows under the term “Miscellaneous” an item of $11,124.37, 
the largest single item in this list which is not explained, and since 
the other items of “Other Disbursements” undertakes to account for 
the various and sundry proper disbursements, it is believed by your 
petitioners that this $11,124.37 item is improper and that the said 
John Brosnan, Jr., and his associates received personal benefits in 
addition to the salary enumerated above, and which, if so received, 
was improper and should be charged and credited back to the benefit 
of the company, itself. 

Your petitioners further present to the court the fact that in this 
statement of 1017 there appears a number of items of real estate as 
belonging to the company, which correspond in number and lot 
with property of your petitioners’ father and your petitioners charge 
to the court that these items of real estate were improperly placed 
to the credit of this insurance ce*^ ( iiny and should have remained 
as a part of the estate of your petit oners’ father, since at that time 
it will be seen that the company had a capital of $25,000 and a sur¬ 
plus of $27,851.40, which surplus by reason of the facts hereafter 
stated was at the end of 1921 reduced to $207.17. 

(0) Petitioners further charge that in 1918, according to the 
sworn statement tiled with the Insurance Commissioner of 
21 the District of Columbia and signed and sworn to by the 
said John Brosnan, Jr., President of said company, the sal¬ 
ary of John Brosnan, Jr., for the year 1918 was $23,600, said in¬ 
crease in salary was unlawful and improper and unwarranted, and 
done and received without the knowledge or consent of your peti¬ 
tioners or any of them and without consulting them and they charge 
that all sums over and above a proper allowance as salary, to-wit 
$7,487.50, one half of which to be paid on the indebtedness of the 
company, in accordance with the arrangement and agreement here¬ 
tofore set forth, should be returned to the company as a part of the 
assets of the company or charged against any sum that the said John 
Brosnan. Jr. may be found to be indebted to out of said company 
or out of any assets of petitioners’ father. 

Petitioners further charge that the said John Brosnan, Jr., re¬ 
ceived in addition to said unwarranted and illegal salary of $23,- 
600.00 an additional sum out of the unusual and unexplained item 
of $12,288.50 under “All Other and Miscellaneous Expenses, shown 
under the item “Other Disbursements,” which item of “Other Dis¬ 
bursements” for the year 1918 is contained in this sworn statement 
of this company to the Insurance Commissioner for the year 1918, 
which is shown in detail thus: 
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Traveling and other expenses of managers & agents. ... $11,693.50 


Insurance Dept, fees & licenses. 208.64 

Other Taxes. 3,961.94 

Internal Revenue. 4,307.45 

Real Estate Taxes. 202.93 

Rent . .... ... 4,563.92 

Advertising, printing, and stationery. 3,832.89 

Portage, express, telegraph and telephone. 3,883.11 

Legal expenses in litigating claims. 197.60 

Repairs <fe expenses on real estate. 420.90 

Interest of R. E. Trusts. 538.46 

Interest thereon R. E. Trusts. 661.50 

Light, fuel, janitor. 1,510.71 

All other Misc. Expenses. 12,288.50 


$48,272.03 

Petitioners further say that they are informed and advised and 
upon such information and advice state as a fact that the 

22 said John Brosnan, Jr., as President, from the date of Peti¬ 
tioners’ father’s death up to the present time has exercised 

absolutely and exclusive control, supervision, and management of 
said business, and has operated, controlled, directed, and managed, 
absolutely and exclusively all of the affairs of the Provident Relief 
Insurance Company without consulting advising with, or informing 
your petitioners or any of them of any of the matters or things done 
or sought to be done or as having been done by him. The officers 
of said company, from the death of your petitioners’ father to the 
present time, consist of John Brosnan, Jr., as President, E. V. Avery, 
as appearing in the record, but Eunice V. Avery, being the correct 
name, who was a s the time of the death of your petitioners’ father 
a clerk in the office and is still a clerk in the office, but who was 
upon the death of your petitioners’ father placed by the said John 
Brosnan, Jr., in the position of Vice-President and Assistant Treas¬ 
urer at a salary of $1,482.00, the one other officer or pretended 
officer of the company being one T. W. Bramhall, who has for many 
years resided in the City of Chicago, State of Illinois, and being the 
owner of four shares of stock in said company, but knowing nothing 
about the affairs of the company or about its management or any of 
the things done or sought to be done by the said John Brosnan. 

(7) Vour petitioners further aver and say that in 1919 and 1920 
John Brosnan. Jr., according to his sworn report made to the Com¬ 
missioner of Insurance of the District of Columbia in accordance 
with law, drew a salary of $15,600 each year and paid to the Vice 
President and Assistant Treasurer, Mrs. Avery, the sum of $1,560 
per year. In 1919 according to said report under “Other Disburse¬ 
ments” is shown in “All Miscellaneous Expenses” the sum of $5,- 
535.73, and your petitioners charge that the said sum is not proper 
and that some portion of this fund should be credited back as a part 
of the surplus of the Provident Relief Insurance Company. 

23 The item “Other Disbursements” for 1919 is shown on said 
report as follows, to-wit: 
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Traveling and other expenses of manager & agents. . . . $12,512.71 
Traveling and “ “ “ Officers, trustees and 


committees . 2,100.00 

Insurance Dept, fees and licenses. 3,888.98 

Taxes on assessments on premiums. 673.40 

Internal Revenue . 3,246.44 

Real Estate Taxes . 285.05 

Rent . 7,196.64 

Advertising, printing & stationery . 7,100.57 

Portage, express, telegraph and telephone. 4,276.23 

Ix'gal expenses in litigating claims. 10.00 

Other legal expenses . 112.50 

Repairs A expenses on real estate other than taxes. 3,152.21 

Furniture A fixtures. 1,736.44 

Curtail on real estate trust. 3,396.00 

Heat, Light, Janitor, etc. 1,930.83 

All Misc. Expenses . 5,535.73 

Bonds per schedule D. 65.71 


$57,219.50 

For the year 19*20 under the items “Other Disbursements” while 
there is no item of miscellaneous expenses, there is an item of legal 
expenses amounting to $8,183.47, which said sum of $8,183.47 is 
not a proper item of expense against this company and the expendi¬ 
ture of the sum was unwarranted, unlawful, and should l>c charged 
hack and credited to the company as a part of the surplus of said 
company and charged against the said John Brosnan, Jr., personally 
and against any interest that he may he found to have in the estate 
of John Brosnan. Sr., and in the Provident Relief Insurance Com¬ 
pany, a corporation. The item of “Other Disbursements” as shown 
in this report for 1J)20 is as follows to-wit: 


Traveling A* other expenses of managers & agents. $2,035.90 

“ trustees and committees. . 14,003.61 

Insurance dept, fees & licenses. 5,423.40 

Internal revenue . 4,308.44 

Taxes on assessments or premiums. 707.73 

Other taxes real estate. 330.17 

Rent including $3,100.00 for Ass’n occupancy of its 

own building . 7,372.55 

Advertising, printing A stationery. 8,489.19 

Postage, express, telegraph & telephone. 4,136.33 

Legal expenses . 8,183.47 

Furniture & fixtures. 1,491.28 

Real estate notes . 2,514.50 

Interest on real estate. 1,454.00 

Bonds, returned, heat, light, janitor, misc. A sundries. . 7,319.38 

Bonds for schedule D. 583.20 


$68,479.15 
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24 Your petitioners further aver and say that in this report 
of the company of the Insurance Commissioner of the District 

of Columbia for the year 1920 there appears property No. 738 12th 
Street, N. W., Washington, D. C., as an asset of the company. 
Your petitioners have no knowledge of how that property was 
acquired, in what manner it was acquired, or for what purpose it 
was acquired, and that the said John Brosnan, Jr., did not con¬ 
sult with them or advise with them about the same, and that this 
and none of the other things complained of were done under the 
authority of court nor upon any petition or order of the court, 
although whatever right or authority the said John Brosnan had 
in the premises was obtained by him as administrator of your 
petitioners’ father. John Brosnan. 

(8) Your petitioners further aver and say that in the report of 
1921 of the Provident Belief Insurance Company made to the In¬ 
surance Commissioner of the District of Columbia in accordance 
with the laws of the District of Columbia requiring the same to be 
done the salary of John Brosnan, Jr., appears as $9,305.00 and the 
salary of the Vice President under the name of E. V. Averv which 
is in fact Eunice Y. Avery, $1,5 .0.00, and in said report there 
further appears under “Disbursements,” after specifying the amount 
of claims, salaries, and commissions, officers, employees, medical 
expenses, a disbursement claim of $05,990.94, and after deducting 
this disbursement charge the surplus of the company under the 
management of John Brosnan, Jr., from the time of the death of 
his father until the present time has been reduced from $27,851.40 
in 1917 to $207.17 at the close of 1921. 

(9) Petitioners further aver and sav that at the time of the 
death of petitioners’ father John Brosnan, Jr., had no property, or 
his property holdings were so small as to he of little value as com¬ 
pared to the present time when the said John Brosnan is expending 
large sums of money, living lavishly, and claims to be the owner 
of several expensive farms, president of a bank, the owner of a con¬ 
siderable amount of real estate in Washington, and now 

25 claims to own practically one half of all the stock of this com¬ 
pany and petitioners say that his alleged acquisition of this 

stock is untrue and that any property which he has acquired, he has 
acquired at the expense and detriment of this insurance company and 
to the great loss and damage of your petitioners as the owners of 
four-fifths of this company. 

(10) Petitioners further aver and say that as to the alleged Vice 
President and Assistant Treasurer of the Provident Relief Insurance 
Company the said Eunice V. Avery, petitioners are informed and be¬ 
lieve and upon such information state that the said Eunice V. Avery 
at the time of the death of your petitioners’ father was a clerk em¬ 
ployed by the Provident Relief Insurance Company, and without 
any means and that while she has acquired no property since that 
date until this except such as she received from the Provident Relief 
Insurance Company or from the said John Brosnan, Jr., she is today 
the owner of property 1434 Madison Street. Northwest, in the city of 
Washington, District of Columbia, which is located at or near the 
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corner of 16th and Madison Streets and cost $35,000 to build house 
alone and that while the said Eunice V. Avery is a married woman, 
living with her husband, her husband is now and has been since the 
death of your petitioners’ father a clerk in a stand at Center Market 
and he has never drawn a salary exceeding Forty Dollars a Week. 

(11) Petitioners further aver and say that at the time of peti¬ 
tioners’ father’s death your petitioners, having no knowledge of law 
and 1 eing unfamiliar with business transactions of any character, 
were sought and heseeched by the said John Brosnan. Jr., their 
brother, to permit him to be appointed as the administrator of their 
deceased father’s estate, and that while they had faith in his integ¬ 
rity, they were solicitous about whether they should permit 

26 him to administer on the estate because they knew of his 
cruel treatment of their father during the latter vears of their 

father’s life and the methods pursued hv him towards their father to 
intimidate and embarrass their father by every means and methods 
that could l>e employed by their brother, even to the degree of 
threatening to kill petitioners* father if he did not submit to their 
brother’s wishes and desires with reference to the management of the 
Provident Belief Insurance Company, and for that reason they hesi¬ 
tated to sign and consent to his appointment as administrator, and 
indeed some of them refused to sign the same, with the result that the 
said John Brosnan. Jr., threatened, intimidated, and declared to 
them, especially to Nellie Brosnan. that he would murder her if she 
did not sign and consent and petitioners say that the- fearing some 

bodilv harm to their sister. Nellie, and indeed in fear of some bodilv 
• • 

harm to themselves if they did not consent, they signed a petition or a 
paper agreeing and consenting that their brother, John Brosnan, 
might he named administrator of their father’s estate. These were 
the conditions under which the paper was signed and the appoint¬ 
ment of the court thereafter made. 

(12) Petitioners further aver and say that notwithstanding the 
fact that petitioners’ brother John Brosnan, Jr., was appointed by the 
Court as administrator of their father’s estate on the 21st day — Sep- 
teml>or, 1921, they have been endeavoring since about thirteen 
months since said date to obtain some statement or accounting of 
some character from their brother with reference to the settlement of 
this estate and after many years in an effort to obtain some statement 

from him, thev recentlv on or about the — dav of-received from 

the said John Brosnan a statement, copy of which is attached hereto, 
which statement petitioners are unable to analyse or to understand, 
their attornev is unable to analvse or understand, and John Brosnan, 
Jr., declines to undertake to analyse it and |>etitioners say, in fact, 

that it is not susceptible of an intelligent analysis, and that 

27 they are now satisfied and convinced that it is the purpose and 
intent of their brother to defraud them out of the total estate 

of their father and that if some action is not taken by this Honorable 
Court to remove this said John Brosnan as administrator of their 
father’s estate and to appoint some persons who will fearlessly and im¬ 
partially represent vour petitioners and protect their interest that the 
whole of this valuable estate will he lost to them. 
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Therefore, premises considered, petitioners pray: 

(1) That a rule issue out of this court directed to the defendant 
John Brosnan, Jr., requiring him to appear in this court and show 
cause if any lie has why he should not be removed as the adminis¬ 
trator of John Brosnan’s estate, and that some disinterested, impar¬ 
tial and suitable person he appointed in his place and stead to protect 
the interest of your petitioners and to take such legal action as may 
he necessary to require the said John Brosnan, Jr., to make such an 
accounting as may he necessary and proper under the circumstances 
in this case. 

(2) That upon the issuing of said rule an order may he passed 
herein removing said John Brosnan, Jr., as administrator of the 
estate of John Brosnan, Sr., and appointing in his place and stead 
some suitable, disinterested, and fearless person, who will administer 
the estate according to law and according to justice and right to all 
parties concerned. 

(3) And for such other, further, and general relief as to the court 
would seem just and proper. 

(Signed) NELLIE R. BROSNAN. 

(Signed) JULIA BROSNAN MEINBERG. 

(Signed) IRENE BROSNAN McCARTHY. 

(Signed) CATHERINE BROSNAN VERNON. 

(Signed) MARY BROSNAN BRAMHALL. 

WILLIAM E. LEAHY, 

Attorney for Petitioners. 

28 We, Nellie Brosnan, Julia Brosnan Meinberg, Irene Bros¬ 

nan McCarthy, Catherine Brosnan Vernon, being first duly 
sworn, on oath depose and say that we have read the foregoing peti¬ 
tion and know the contents thereof; that the matters and things 
contained therein of our own knowledge are true and those upon 
information and belief, we believe to be true. 

(Signed) NELLIE R. BROSNAN. 

(Signed) JULIA BROSNAN MEINBERG. 

(Signed) CATHERINE BROSNAN VERNON. 

(Signed) IRENE BROSNAN McCARTHY. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me, a Notary Public in and for 
the District of Columbia this loth day of April, A. D. 1922. 

(Signed) " BENNETT S. JONES, 

[notarial seal. ] Notary Public, D. C. 

State of Illinois, 

County of Cook, ss: 

I, William P. Keefe, a Notary Public in and for the said Cook 
County, in the State aforesaid, do hereby certify, that Mary Brosnan 
Bramhall, personally known to me to be the same person whose 
name is subscribed to the foregoing instrument, appeared before 
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me this day in person and acknowledged that she signed, sealed and 
delivered the said instrument as her free and voluntary act, for the 
uses and purpose therein set forth, including the release and waiver 
of the /ight of hom-stead. 

Given under my hand and Notarial Seal, this 17th day of April 
A. D. 1922. 

[notarial seal.] WILLIAM P. KEEFE, 

Xotary Public. 

My commission expires Feb. 1 Gth, 192G. 

(Endorsement: Petition. Filed Apl. 21, 1922. James Tanner, 
Register of Wills, I). €., Clerk of Probate Court.) 

29 Rule to Show ('ause. 

Upon consideration of the petition of Nellie Brosnan, Julia Bros- 
nan Meinberg, Irene Brosnan McCarthy, Catharine Brosnan Vernon, 
and Mary Brosnan Bramhall, duly tiled in the above entitled cause, 
it is by the Court this 21st day of April, 1922, 

Ordered, That John Brosnan, Jr., he and he is hereby ordered 
to show cause on Friday, the 28th day of April, 1922, why he should 
not be removed as administrator of the estate of John Brosnan, Sr., 
deceased, and why some disinterested, impartial and suitable person 
should not be appointed in his place and stead to protect the interest 
of the petitioners aforesaid, providing a copy of this rule be served 
upon the said John Brosnan, Jr., two clear days before the said 28th 
dav of April, 1922, aforesaid. 

F. L. SIDDONS, 

Justice. 


(Endorsement: Rule. Filed April 21, 1922. 
Register of Wills, I). C., Clerk of Probate Court.) 


James Tanner, 


30 The answer of John Brosnan, Jr., to the petition tiled 

herein and the rule to show cause issued thereon on the 21st 
day of April, A. 1). 1922, respectfully represents to the Court as 
follows: 


1. He admits the allegations contained in the first paragraph of 
said petition. 

2. He denies each and every allegation contained in the second 
paragraph of the petition except as hereinafter set forth. Further 
answering the allegation of the second paragraph of said petition, 
this respondent says that John Brosnan, his father, at the time of 
his death, was the owner of four hundred and ninety-eight shares 
of the capital stock of the Provident Relief Association, an association 
capitalized for $25,000, its capital stock divided into one thousand 
shares of the par value of $25.00 per share, which fact was well 
known to the petitioners at the time of the death of their said father; 
that the said John Brosnan did purchase from Timothy Brosnan six 
hundred and thirty shares of the stock of the said company; that 
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this respondent denies that there was any restriction against the use 
or the transfer of the same to the respondent as in said petition set 
forth; 

That this respondent at the time of the death of his father was 
the owner in his own right of four hundred and ninety-seven shares 
of the capital stock of the said association, which stock was acquired 
by him by the purchase of five shares thereof in 1909 from Timothy 
Brosnan, two hundred and ninety-five shares on April 27, 1914, 
from John Brosnan, and one hundred and ninety-seven shares on 
December 31, 1915, from John Brosnan, all of which appears on the 
stock book of the said association, and on the certificates of stock 
signed bv the said John Brosnan, and all of which was well known 
to the petitioners; 

31 That the remaining five shares of stock of the said associa¬ 
tion are owned by Thomas \\\ Bramhall who held four of the 

five shares, and by Kunice V. Avery, who owns one share of the 
said stock purchased in 1916. 

This respondent further says that the said four hundred and 
ninety-eight shares of stock owned by the said John Brosnan, and 
the said four hundred and ninety-seven shares of stock owned by the 
respondent, in the lifetime of the said John Brosnan, were by him 
and this respondent deposited with the Munsey Trust Company, of 
Washington, I). C., as collateral security to secure a loan made by 
the said Trust Company to the said John Brosnan and the re¬ 
spondent, evidenced by a note signed by both of the said borrowers, 
in the sum of $40,000; that a large proportion of the said moneys 
obtained by the said John Brosnan and the respondent from the said 
loan secured as aforesaid was, by mutual consent, paid into the treas¬ 
ury of the said association and used bv it in the conduct of its busi- 

%/ V 

ness, as shown by the records of the said association as an absolute 
gift to the Association. 

That at the time of the death of the said John Brosnan on May 
7, 1917, there was due to the said Munsey Trust Company a balance 
of $35,000 on the said loan secured as aforesaid, and further secured 
by policies of life insurance in the sum of $30,000 upon the life 
of the respondent assigned to the said Trust Company upon its de¬ 
mand, all of which facts are set out in the first account of this re¬ 
spondent as administrator herein, which statement respondent avers 
on information and belief, was carefully and frequently examined 
by the petitioners, and who, until the tiling of this petition, nearly 
five years thereafter, have not raised any question as to the owner¬ 
ship of the stock as above set forth. 

32 And respondent further says that the stock of the said 
John Brosnan. together with the stock of this respondent, is 

still held by the said Munsey Trust Company as security for the 
payment of the balance due on the said loan, and that should the 
stock owned bv the said John Brosnan at the time of his death be 

%j 

distributed amongst the persons entitled thereto there would be 
distributable to the said petitioners the aggregate of four hundred 
and fifteen shares, the other eightv-three shares being distributable 
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to the respondent as one of the next of kin of the said John Brosnan, 
the same, however, only distributable after the satisfaction by the 
estate of the said John Brosnan of tlie obligation to pay one-half of 
the moneys due to the said Trust Company, namely, $17,500 and 
interest. 

3. This respondent denies each and every of the allegations con¬ 
tained in the third paragraph of said petition, and avers the facts 
relative to the property therein referred to to he as follows: 

That the lot 74 of Charles J.‘ Walker's subdivision of Block 27, 
Colum 1 ia Heights. Washington, I). 0.. was never, at any time, the 
property of the said John Brosnan, but was purchased bv your re¬ 
spondent in 1000 from Charles J. Walker and transferred by your 
respondent to Richard II. Parker and Julius W. Tolson, trustees 
for the Provident Relief Association, in the year 1015; 

That the propertv therein referred to as being situate in Newport 
News, Ya., was deeded to Richard IT. Parker and Julius W. Tolson, 
as trustees for the Provident Relief Association, by John Brosnan 
and his wife Catherine in the vear 1015. and that all of the said 
property set forth in the said paragraph was likewise deeded to the 
said association, and all of the said properties are shown in the sworn 
statement required by law made to the Superintendent of 
55 Insurance of the District of Columbia from the vear 1015 

•s 

up to the present time; 

That the Newport News property had a hook value of $‘>.000 at 
the time of its transfer: that 07 V Street. Northwest. Washington. 
D. C.. had a value of $5,500. hut was encumbered to the extent of. 
to wit. $2,050: that 513 N Street. Northwest, had a hook value of 
$3,300. encumbered to the extent of $2,000: that 77 V Street. North¬ 
west, which was deeded to the said association, was encumbered in 
the sum of $3,500; that the two parcels of ground in Baltimore 
merely had a hook value of $1,000. and an encumbrance of $500, 
and were likewise deeded by the said Brosnan and wife to the asso¬ 
ciation. all of which was known to the said petitioners at the time 
of the tiling of the said petition, and had been known to them for 
a long time prior thereto. 

4. Answering the allegations of the fourth paragrj iph of the said 
petition, your respondent says that the averments therein contained 
relative to the oflieers and salaries paid prior to the sale bv Timothy 
Brosnan of his stock are substantially correct. This respondent says, 
however, that the remaining allegations of the said paragraph rela¬ 
tive to the condition of the said company are stated in a garbled 
form and in a way that does not correctly set forth the true condi¬ 
tion of the said company for the year 1014. and that petitioner re¬ 
fers to a true statement of the condition of the said company hereto 
attached and made a part of this answer the same as if written 
herein, and that upon the examination of the said statement it will 
he shown that the receipts of the said company were $430.1X1.12. 
and the disbursements $430,700.64. showing a net loss of 
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34 Further answering the allegations of said paragraph, this 

respondent denies that when the salaries of the said John 
Brosnan and this respondent were increased, as in said paragraph 
averred, there was any understanding or agreement that one-half 
of each of these salaries should he used and applied to the payment 
of the indebtedness for which the said stock was pledged, and denies 
each and every allegation of the said paragraph relating in any man¬ 
ner to such an alleged claim. 

5. This respondent denies the allegation of the fifth paragraph of 
said petition that John Brosnan. Sr., was the owner of nine hun¬ 
dred and ninety-five shares of the stock of the said association at the 
time of his death. 

Further answering the allegation of said paragraph, this respon¬ 
dent states that since the death of the said John Brosnan the affairs 
of the said association have heen properly and legally conducted; 
that respondent was elected president and treasurer of the said asso¬ 
ciation hv a vote of the board of directors of the same, and that the 
only salary drawn by respondent from said association was such as 
he was legally entitled to. as shown hv the books and records of 
said association, and that all of the officers of the said association 
were duly elected to their positions in accordance with law and have 
received only such salaries as they were entitled to in connection 


with the action of the said association, which was had in accordance 
with law, and this respondent denies that item of charge designated 
“Miscellaneous’* in the sum of $11,124.37 was received hv this 
respondent or his associates for their personal benefit. 

This respondent denies the remaining allegations of the said 
paragraph relative to the items of real estate carried in the report 
of the said association: 


35 fi. Answering the allegations of the sixth paragraph of 

said bill, this respondent denies that he has received any 
unlawful and improper and unwarranted increase of salary, and 
denies that any part of his salary should be applied to the indebted¬ 
ness of his father and himself on the note executed in favor of the 
Trust Company, erroneously in said paragraph referred to as an 
indebtedness of the companv. and denies that there was any arrange¬ 
ment or agreement to that effect. 

This respondent also denies that he received in addition to his 
salary the additional sum of $12,288.50 as in said paragraph alleged, 
and avers the fact to be that the said sum represents proper expendi¬ 
tures made on behalf of the said association. 

Further answering the allegations in the said paragraph, this 
respondent says that since the death of his father he has only exer¬ 
cised such supervision and control over the management of the 
business of the said association as he was called upon to do bv vir¬ 
tue of his position as an officer of the same; and he denies that he 
was under anv legal dutv or obligation to consult, advise with, or 
inform the petitioners of the progress of the business of the said 
association, and avers in that connection that as it is apparent from 
the allegation of the said petition that the said petitioners have kept 
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themselves advised of the progress and condition of affairs of the 
said company as si 1 own by the various reports fded with the Super¬ 
intendent of Insurance in accordance with law. 

Further answering the allegations of the said paragraph the re¬ 
spondent says that he has been president and treasurer of the said 
association since some months prior to his appointment as adminis¬ 
trator herein, having been duly elected by the board of directors, 
said directors representing a majority of the stock of the said asso¬ 
ciation ; that Eunice Y. Avery is the vice president and assistant 
36 treasurer of said association, and was duly and properly elected 
upon nomination first in 1017, bv Thos. \Y. Bramhall; that 
Thomas \V. Bramhall. who was the husband of Mary M. Bramhall. 
nee Brosnan, one of the said petitioners, was, and is, secretary of the 
said association, and was actively engaged in the affairs of the same 
as a director, and salaried employee until some time in November, 
1018. when he ceased to draw a salary, being then an officer in the 
United States Armv detailed to the Citv of Washington, in which 
citv he continued to reside until some time after he was retired from 
the Army due to the demobilization of the same; that the said 
Bramhall has never resigned as secretary of the said association and 
has been dulv continued as such, as no successor has ever been 
elected in his stead. 


Respondent further says that he is not advised of the exact date of 
the removal of the said Bramhall to Chicago, but on information 
and belief he avers that it occurred the latter part of 1920, and re¬ 
spondent denies that the said Bramhall knew nothing about the 
affairs of the company or its management as he. until the close of 
1918, was practically in daily attendance at the office of the associa¬ 
tion and was serving as a salaried officer and was fully informed of 
the affairs of the association and concurred in all of the actions of the 
officers in the management of the same. 


7. Answering the allegations of the seventh paragraph of said peti¬ 
tion, respondent says that he and the said Eunice V. Avery have only 
drawn such salaries as was proper and legal and fully earned them, 
and he emphatically denies that any part of the item of $5,535.73 was 
expended otherwise than in the proper conduct of the business of the 
association ; and he denies that any part of that item is chargeable to 
him, or that he diverted any part of the same to his benefit. 

37 Further answering the allegations of said paragraph, re¬ 

spondent says that the report for the year 1920 shows an item 
of miscellaneous expenditures of $2,943.32, although in said petition 
it is averred that there is no item of miscellaneous expenses; and 
respondent denies that the said report for 1920 shows an item of 
legal expenses of $8,183.47, and denies that any such item should be 
charged back to respondent, and avers that the sworn report shows 
legal expenses of $5,953.86, a proper charge against the associa¬ 
tion, consisting of a judgment in favor of J. M. Commander, of 
Norfolk, Ya., totalling $4,793.86, the balance of said sum consist¬ 
ing of attorney fees, court costs, etc., all properly chargeable against 
the said association. 


And respondent further says that the miscellaneous items of ex¬ 
penditure shown by the said sworn statement of 1920, as for other 
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years, is largely offset by the item of income under the heading 
“Miscellaneous receipts'’ as shown by said statement, although the 
petitioners have avoided suggesting that feature to the court in their 
petition. 

Further answering the allegations of said paragraph, respondent 
denies that it was incumbent upon the said association, or respondent, 
to consult with said petitioners as to the purchase of premises 738 
12th Street, Northwest, Washington, 1). C., and he denies that the 
same were purchased by him as administrator, and avers the fact to 
be that this purchase was made by the Provident Relief Association, 
a corporation, and he denies the right of the said corporation to pur¬ 
chase said property is in any way limited, controlled, or restricted by 
the fact that he is administrator of the estate of his deceased father. 

<S. Answering the allegations of the eighth paragraph of said peti¬ 
tion, respondent denies that an item of a disbursement claim of 
$05,996.94 appears on the report to the Superintendent of In- 
38 suranee for the year 1921, and avers the fact to be that the 
said sworn statement shows a combination of ledger and non¬ 
ledger assets with items of $(53,931.02 recapitulated as follows: 


Rook value of Real Estate. 

Less incurn. $13,406.50 as per Schedule 
“ “ Bonds per Schedule “D ’ 

Cash in Association Office . 

“ “ Bank . 



$35,353.50 

10,470.13 

4,953.97 

7,054.02 


Total Ledger Assets as per Bal. Item 49 Col. 7, 
page 3. 


$58,431.02 


Non-ledger assets: 


Safe, Office Equipment, etc. 4,500.00 

Supplies, etc. 1,000.00 


63,931.62 

Deduct assets not admitted: 

Book value of Bonds over Market Value, 

per Schedule “D” . 251.13 

Safes, Office Equipment, etc. 4,500.00 

Supplies, etc. 1,000.00 

- 5,751.13 


Total admitted Assets. 58,180.49 


Liabilities: 

Death Claims due and unpaid. 354.40 

Taxes due and accrued. 955.92 

Capital Stock . 25,000.00 

Legal Reserve on Life Policies. 31,663.00 

Surplus. 207.17 


Total . 58,180.49 
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Respondent further says that the sworn statement shows, as is 
well known to the petitioners, that under his management an in- 
erease in the volume of business is shown on the report of 1921 by 
a premium income of $.‘>20,414.03. and rents and other income of 
$12,409.5."), or a total income of $**>32.883.r>8, as compared to annual 
sworn statement next nearest date prior to death of John Brosnan, 
the premium income, $.‘134,901.43, year 101G, total income $338,- 
035.5o. 

Respondent further says that the net assets show an increase of 
$22,071.78 since the date of the death of John Brosnan, Sr. 

Further answering the allegations of the said paragraph, re- 

39 spondent says that the averments as to the alleged reduction 
of the surplus of the said company are misleading, and 

respondent refers to the reports of the said company for a more 
accurate statement of the real condition thereof and special atten¬ 
tion is called to the item of legal reserve. 

9. Respondent denies the allegations of the ninth paragraph of 

said hill, and savs that at the time of the death of his said father 

•/ 

he was not onlv the owner of four hundred and ninety-seven shares 
of the capital stock of the Provident Relief Association, but the 
owner of a farm in Virginia, member since 1912 of Board of 
Directors of Farmers & Mechanics Bank of Seat Pleasant, Maryland, 
in which hank lie was a stockholder, and vice president of the Cen¬ 
tral Savings Bank then in process of organization in Washington, 
I). C. lie denies that he is the owner of anv valuable real (‘state 
in Washington, and he denies that the farms mentioned in said 
paragraph are of the value alleged hv the said petitioners; and he 
avers the fact that prior to 1917. and since that time, he has earned 
large sums of money other than from the said insurance business. 

He further avers that he is president of a savings bank and that 
were it not for his banking connections since 1912, as well as his 
standing in the financial world, that his father would not have been 
able to survive the financial vicissitudes which beset him. 

Respondent further denies the allegation of the said paragraph 
to the effect that the petitioners are the owners of four-fifths of this 
said association. 

10. Answer- the allegations of the tenth paragraph of said petition, 
respondent avers that the said Eunice V. Avery has been in the 
employ of the association since December, 1904, and is thoroughly 

competent to hold office in said company, and especially 

40 by virtue of her knowledge of the insurance business and her 
status as a stockholder. On information and belief re¬ 
spondent denies that she was without means or property at the 
date of the death of the said John Brosnan, and denies the re¬ 
maining allegations of the said paragraph, and avers the fact to be 

that the said Eunice V. Averv has earned and received consider- 

* 

able sums of money, and denies that the same have come from 

* ' 

the said insurance company or this respondent. 

Respondent further denies that the residence referred to in said 
paragraph cost $3f>,000 to build, but. on tbe contrary, avers on in¬ 
formation and belief the fact to be that the total cost of the said 
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premises, including the purchase of the lot and the erection of the 
house, will not equal $23,000, and respondent further avers that 
the ownership by the said Eunice V. Avery of the property as 1204 
Euclid Street, Northwest, from 1910, was well known to the pe¬ 
titioners, and he is advised that from the sale of the said premises the 
said Eunice V. Avery received a large sum of money, which, together 
with a building loan procured by the said Avery, constituted the 
money expended by her for the purchase of the house and lot on 
which the premises 1434 Madison Street, Northwest, were erected. 

11. Answering the allegations of the eleventh paragraph of 
said petition, respondent denies that the said petitioners were with¬ 
out knowledge of law and unfamiliar with business for the reason 
that the husband of one of said petitioners, Thomas \V. Bramhall, 
was a practicing attorney, and in a position to advise the said pe¬ 
titioners, if they needed advice; and respondent further says that 
three of the petitioners, Mary M. Bramhall, Catherine Vernon, and 
Nellie Sally Brosnan had been employed in the oflice of the Provi¬ 
dent/ Relief Association and were better informed on business mat¬ 
ters of that character than the average person. 

41 Respondent emphatically denies the allegation in said 
paragraph set forth alleging the fact that he sought to embar¬ 
rass or harass his father, and respondent refers to a letter received 
from the petitioner, Irene McCarthy, a copy of which is attached here¬ 
to, marked “Exhibit B" and prayed to be read as a part hereof. Re¬ 
spondent also emphatically denies each and every of the remaining 
allegations of the said paragraph, and avers the fact to he that no 
coercion of any kind was attempted in procuring the signatures 
to his application as administrator, and that they acted of their 
own free will and with a complete understanding of the signing 
of the same. 

And the respondent further says that the petitioner, Nellie Bros¬ 
nan, continued to live at the home maintained bv respondent after 
the death of his father for many months; that the petitioner Julia 
Meinberg, then unmarried, resided at the home of respondent until 
and after her marriage, to wit, June 1918, to Joseph Meinberg, and 
after her marriage she and her husband also resided with respondent 
at no cost to them and that the other petitioners were frequent 
visitors to the home of respondent and showed no indication of 
fear, and had no such fear of respondent. 

12. Answering the allegations of the twelfth paragraph of said 
petition, respondent says that he was appointed administrator Sep¬ 
tember 26th, 1917, and not in the year 1921, and he denies the 
allegation that no information regarding the estate of the above- 
named deceased was given, and avers on the contrary that the 
petitioners were, and are, fully advised in accordance with the facts 
set forth in this answer; that the paper writing referred to as being 
given in October, 1920, was a paper writing that was submitted to 
tlie petitioners through the attorney for respondent, and does not 

purport to be a formal statement of the estate, and was 

42 furnished at the request of the attorney for the petitioners 
in response to a request as to what respondent was willing 

4—4277a 


•26 


JOHN BROS NAN, JR.. VS. IRENE MC CARTHY ET AL. 


at that time to pay to his said sisters in exchange for their rights 

in the four hundred and ninety-eight shares of the stock of the 

said association owned bv the said John Brosnan at the time of his 

* 

death, pledged with the Munsey Trust Company, as aforesaid. 

And respondent denies that lie has, or had, any intent to de¬ 
fraud the petitioners, or injure their interests, as in said paragraph 
alleged; and having fully answered, respondent prays to be hence 
dismissed with his costs in this hehalf most wrongfully sustained. 
(Signed) JOHN BROSNAN, Jr. 

District of Columbia, ss : 

John Brosnan, .Jr., being first duly sworn, deposes and said that 
he has read over the foregoing answer by him subscribed, and 
knows the contents thereof; that the matters and facts therein 
stated of personal knowledge are true, and those stated upon in¬ 
formation and belief he believes to be true. 


(Signed) JOHN BROSNAN, Jr. 

Subscribed and sworn to this 4th dav of Maw A. I>., 1022. 
(Signed) THEODORE P.C. WILLIS, 

[seal.] X atari/ Public, I). C. 

43 Statement of Receipts ami Disbursements of Procident Relief 

Association, 1914. 

Receipts. 

Total premium income.$427,093.08 

Gross interest on bonds. 205.00 

Gross rents. 540.00 

From other sources. 2,343.00 

Total Income.$430,181.12 


Disbursements. 

Total paid to policy holders.$201,855.00 

Commissions paid to agents. 44,676.63 

Salaries, fees of officers, directors, II. O. employes. . . . 26,599.00 

Salaries and expenses of agents. 132,492.99 

Medical examiners’ fees. 514.65 

Rents . 5,206.92 

Repairs and expenses on real estate. 240.08 

Taxes on real estate. 50.70 

State taxes on premiums . 2,564.62 

Insurance department license . 464.50 

Other taxes . 194.75 

Legal expenses. 1,499.10 

Advertising, printing and stationery . 5,333.45 

Postage, telegraph and telephone . 2,521.83 

Furniture and fixtures . 1,555.28 

Other disbursements. 4,940.14 


Total Disbursements .$430,709.64 
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44 (Exhibit B.) 

Sept. 16, 1921. 

John : 

I am writing to you doubting if it will help us, but I feel it can¬ 
not harm us. 

Mr. Leahy it seems has had great difficulty in obtaining an in¬ 
terview with your attorney. Naturally. But it seems to me you 
could see further than our ease. 

The McCormacks, especially Judge Gundy, is hot-footed after 
their share of Uncle Tim’s stock for which they are proceeding to 
contest the 1914 will also to bring suit for stock. Not on grounds 
of insanity either. 

Another reason with plenty of evidence to make it appear plaus¬ 
ible to the jury. 

They brag about the run on your bank when the public sees 
the article in the paper if we join them and Mrs. Brosnan and 
publish the filing of the suit and the reason:—your treatment to 
us since our honorable father’s death, when we placed our confi¬ 
dence in our only brother. The most natural thing in the world 
to do. This is not a threat but a tip for we are in constant hope 
that you will come to your senses and make a reasonable settle¬ 
ment with us, as we dislike very much the course which we are 
forced to follow. 

Gardiner has shown us a way to recover part of our inheritance. 
We would rather not have the company wrecked through any fault 
of ours. We trust you will make an adjustment of matters im¬ 
mediately. 

Mr. Gardiner has shown us his preparation of his case and I give 
you fair warning if you can get from under and sell the company 
you had better do it as we will back him up if you persist in — 
attitude toward us. 

(Signed) IRENE McCARTHY. 

(Endorsement: Answer of John Brosnan, Jr. Filed May 4, 
1922. James Tanner, Register of Wills, D. C., Clerk of Probate 
Court.) 

45 This cause came on to be heard at this term, upon the 
petition of certain of the heirs-at-law and next-of-kin of the 

above-named John Brosnan, deceased, praying for the removal of 
John Brosnan, Jr., as administrator herein; the answer thereto of 
said John Brosnan, Jr.; and the testimony adduced on behalf of the 
respective parties; and, after argument of counsel, and the con¬ 
sideration thereof, the Court finds, as a fact, that John Brosnan, Jr., 
so heretofore appointed as administrator in this cause, has not ad¬ 
ministered this estate for the benefit of the ultimate beneficiaries 
thereof, but, on the contrary, has administered it throughout pri¬ 
marily for his own personal interests and purposes; it is, thereupon, 
this 7th day of Julv, 1924, 
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Adjudged, ordered, and decreed, 

(1) That John Brosnan, Jr., be, and he hereby is, removed as 
administrator herein; and, further, that the National Savings and 
Trust Company. a corporation, be. and it hereby is, appointed ad¬ 
ministrator d. b. n. of the estate of said John Brosnan, Sr., deceased, 
in the place and stead of John Brosnan, Jr., so hereby removed as 
such administrator; 

(2) That the said John Brosnan. Jr., forthwith pay over, assign, 
transfer, surrender, and deliver to the said National Savings and 
Trust Company, as such administrator d. b. n.. aforesaid, all and 
singular the moneys, assets, and property which have come into 
his possession as such administrator aforesaid, and which remain 
unadministered, including, specifically, the certificate or certificates 
representing four hundred and ninetv-eight (408) shares of the 
capital stock of the Provident Belief Association, owned by the 
said John Brosnan. Sr., at the time of his death, and thereafter, 

taken over by said John Brosnan, Jr., as such administrator 
1<> aforesaid; and including, also, any sum or amount that may 
he adjudged against said John Brosnan. Jr., in the certain 
cpnitv cause referred to in the next paragraph hereof; 

(8) That the certificate or certificates of capital stock aforesaid, 
noon, transfer, assignment, surrender and delivery, as hereinabove 
directed, to said National Savings and Trust Company, as such 
administrator d. b. n.. aforesaid, shall he subject to. and impressed 
with, all such liens, if any, as may he finally adjudged and decreed 
in respect thereof, in favor of said John Brosnan, Jr., in a certain 
proceeding in equity, pending between the same parties as hereto, 
and others, known as Equity cause No. 40.f>r>9, Supreme Court of 
the District of Columbia, and heard along with this cause; and 
wherein final decree is about to be entered ; 

(4) That this order and decree is without prejudice to the right 
of said John Brosnan, Jr., to he reimbursed, bv the said admin- 
istrator d. b. n., and out of the assets of this estate, in such amount, 
if any, as may properly be due and payable to him for overpay¬ 
ment concerning the administration bv him sot forth in the first 
account filed by him herein; this decree, however, not to he deemed 
as finally approving, or adjudging as conclusive, the amount in 
said first account claimed by said administrator; and. furthermore, 
the right of reimbursement aforesaid is hereby made to be con¬ 
ditional upon full compliance by the said John Brosnan, Jr., of the 
several things required by him to be done and the payments to be 
made, in accordance with the certain decree in equity hereinabove 
referred to and described, when the same shall be finally entered 
therein; and, finally. 

(5) That the said John Brosnan, Jr., be, and he hereby is, 
adjudged to pay all of the costs of this proceeding, the same 

47 to he taxed against him, and the petitioners herein to have 
execution therefor as at law; it being, further, adjudged, 
that no fees, commissions, or allowances herein shall be made to the 
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said John Brosnan, Jr., for services rendered by him as such ad¬ 
ministrator aforesaid. 

By the Court: 

A. A. HOEHLING, 

Justice. 

(Endorsement: Decree. Filed July 7, 1924. James Turner, 
Register of Wills, D. C., Clerk of Probate Court.) 

48 From the decree entered hereing this day, John Brosnan, 
Jr., in open court, notes an appeal to the Court of Appeals; 

the same is allowed and undertaking to act as a supersedeas is fixed 
in the maximum penalty of $25,000, and undertaking for costs 
on such appeal is fixed in the maximum penalty of $100 or a cash 
deposit of $50.00. 

A. A. HOEHLING, 

Justice. 

Dated July 7, 1924. 

(Endorsement: Appeal to Court of Appeals. Filed July 7, 
1924. James Tanner, Register of Wills, Clerk of Probate Court.) 

49 Memo. 

1924, July 29.—Supersedeas Undertaking on Appeal ($25,000) 
filed by John Brosnan, Jr., and approved by the Court on this date. 

50 Filed Get. 6, 1924. Morgan II. Beach, Clerk. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Holding an 

Equity Court. 

Equity. No. 40559. 

Mary Bramiiall et al., Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

John Brosnan et ah, Defendants. 

And Holding a Probate Court. 

Administration, No. 24027. 

In re Estate of John Brosnan, Deceased. 

Stipulation. 

It is hereby stipulated and agreed between counsel in the above 
entitled causes that the same Bill of Exceptions or Statement of 
Evidence may be used in the appeals from the Equity Case, above 
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entitled, and the appeal from the Probate ease, above entitled this 
in view of the fact that the two above entitled causes were heard 
before the same Justice (Mr. Justice Iloehljng), at the same time; 
because the said evidence was necessary or because a great portion 
of the evidence was necessary for the consideration and adjudica¬ 
tion of the equity and probate cases above entitled. 

W. GWYNN GARDINER, 

Atty. for Plaintiffs. 

WILTON J. LAMBERT, 

For Brosnan Individually & as Admr. 

THE MUNSEY TRUST CO. 

THE PROVIDENT RELIEF ASSO. 

GEORGE C. GERTMAN, 

Atty. for Eunice Avery. 

A true copy. 

Test: 

MORGAN II. BEACH, 

Clerk, 

By F. E. CUNNINGHAM, 

Asst. Clerk. 

I approve of the above stipulation and have signed the one bill 
of exceptions for the appeal in both cases. 

A. A. IIOEIILING, 

Justice. 


(Endorsement: Eq. 40559. Bramhall et al. vs. Brosnan et al. 
Stipulation as to record on appeal. Filed Dec. 8, 1924. James 
Tanner. Register of Wills, D. C\, Clerk of Probate Court.) 

51 Assignment of Error by the Defendant, John Brosnan, Jr. 

The court erred: 

1. In holding that the defendant, John Brosnan, Jr., as adminis¬ 
trator of the estate of John Brosnan, Sr., deceased, has not adminis¬ 
tered the estate for the ultimate beneficiaries thereof and has admin¬ 
istered it throughout primarily for his own personal interest and 
purposes. 

2. In removing John Brosnan, Jr., as administrator of the estate 
of John Brosnan, Sr., and in appointing the National Savings & 
Trust Company, a corporation, as administrator, d. b. n. of the 
estate of the said John Brosnan, deceased, in the place and stead of 
the said John Brosnan, Jr. 

3. Tn directing that the defendant. John Brosnan, Jr., turn over 
to the National Savings & Trust Company as administrator, d. b. n., 
of the estate of John Brosnan. Sr., deceased, all monies, estates and 
properties which came into his possession as said administrator and 
which remain unadministered, and including specifically the certifi¬ 
cate or certificates representing 498 shares of the capital stock of the 
Provident Relief Association owned by the said John Brosnan, Sr., 



JOHN BROSNAN, JR., VS. IRENE MC CARTHY ET AL. 


31 


at the time of his death, and including also the sum or amount ad¬ 
judged against the said defendant in Equity Cause No. 49,559, 
pending between the same parties as in this cause, in the Supreme 
Court of the District of Columbia. 

4. In refusing to allow the defendant, John Brosnan, Jr., fees, 
commissions and allowances for services rendered by him as ad¬ 
ministrator of the estate of John Brosnan, Sr., deceased. 

52 5. In not directing a distribution of the 498 shares of stock 

of the Provident Belief Association belonging to the estate 
of John Brosnan, Sr., deceased, subject to the lien of John Brosnan, 
Jr., for the amount of overpayment made for the benefit of said 
estate and shown in the report made by him to the Probate Court 
and approved and passed October 25, 1920. amounting to $1,423.88 
with interests to be added from the said 25th day of October, 1920, 
and further subject to the lien found in favor of the said John 
Brosnan, Jr., by the decree entered in the said Equity Cause No. 
40.559, pending between the same parties in tlie Supreme Court of 
Appeals of the District of Columbia, for the amounts paid bv him 
to the Munsey Trust Company on the joint obligation of John 
Brosnan, Sr., and John Brosnan, Jr., being the sum of $21,402.28 
with interest calculated thereon from the date of the several pay¬ 
ments, making the full sum as of June 1st. 1924, $20,402.71, which 
the court finds said estate justly liable to the said John Brosnan, Jr. 

7. In permitting the plaintiffs to introduce in evidence and read 
the deposition of C. II. Pope taken before S. A. Gentry notary 

public, on the — day of -, 1924, for tlie reason that the said 

Pope was under subpoena and present in person at the time of the 
trial of the above entitled cause and able and compellable to testify 
in person. 

\V. J. LAMBERT, 

B. II. YEATMAN, 

G. C. GERTMAN, 

WM. HOBGAN, 

By W. H., 

. Attorneys for Defendants. 

Service of copy of the foregoing Assignment of Errors is ac¬ 
knowledged this 20th dav of Julv, A. I). 1924. 

W. GWYNN GABDINER. 

R. L. M. 

J. WM. TOMLINSON. 

R. L. M. 

(Endorsement: Assignment of Errors. Filed July 30, 1924. 
James Tanner, Register of Wills, D. C. Clerk of Probate Court.) 


3 2 


JOHN BROSNAN, JR., VS. IRENE MC CARTHY ET AL. 


53 In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Holding a 

Probate Court. 

Administration, 24027. 

In re the Estate of John Brosnan, Sr., Deceased. 


Designation of Record. 

The defendant, John Brosnan. Jr., having perfected an appeal 
herein to the Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia on the 
20th day of July, 1024. hereby requests the Register of Wills and 
Clerk of the Probate Court to prepare at defendant’s expense in the 
above entitled cause, the following transcript of record on appeal, 
including therein the following papers and proceedings, namely: 

(1) Petition for letters of administration and waivers of citation 
filed September 21. 1917. 

(2) Order granting letters of administration filed September 21, 
1017. 

Memo.: Administrator qualified by giving bond and letters 
issued. 

(3) First account of John Brosnan, Jr., administrator, approved 
October 25. 1020. 

(4) Affidavit in lieu of second account approved October 25, 1920. 

(5) Account stated. November 3. 1021, and notice to principal. 

((>) Exceptions of Irene McCarthy, et al., to account filed No¬ 
vember 14. 1020. 

(7) Petition of Nellie R. Brosnan. et ah, filed April 21, 1922. 

(S) Ride to show cause issued April 21, 1922. 

54 (0) Answer of John Brosnan. Jr., filed May 4, 1922. 

(10) Final decree entered July 7, 1924. 

(11) Appeals noted and undertakings thereon. 

(12) Undertaking of defendant on appeal approved and filed. 

(13) Stipulation filed December 8th, 1924. 

(14) Assignment of error. 

(15) Th is d es i gn a t i on. 

WILTON J. LAMBERT, 
Attorney for John Brosnan, Jr. 

This service of copy of the aforegoing corrected designation of 
record is acknowledged this 11th dav of December, A. D. 1924. 

W. GWYNN GARDINER, 

Atty. for Irene McCarthy, et al., Plaintiffs. 

(Endorsement: Corrected Designation, filed Dec. 11, 1924. 
James Tanner, Register of Wills, D. C., Clerk of Probate Court.) 
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55 Form No. 82. 

Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Holding a Probate Court. 
District of Columbia, To wit: 

I. Theodore Cogswell. Deputy Register of Wills for the District of 
Columbia, Clerk of the Probate Court, do hereby certify the forego¬ 
ing pages, numbered from 1 to 54, inclusive, to be true copies of the 
originals of certain papers on file in the office of the Register of Wills, 
Clerk of the Probate Court, in case No. 24,027 estate of John Bros- 
nan, deceased, wherein John Brosnan, Jr., is appellant, and Irene 
McCarthy, et al., are appellees, the same constituting a full, true and 
correct transcript of record of proceedings had in said cause according 
to the Designation of counsel filed therein and made a part hereof. 

I further certify, That the bond for appeal, in the penalty of 
Twenty-five Thousand dollars, was duly filed hy said appellant, and 
approved by said Court on the 20th day of July, A. D. 1024. 

In testimony whereof. I hereunto subscribe mv name and affix 

t/ • 

the seal of the said Probate Court, this 80th dav of December, A. D. 
1024. 

(Seal of the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia.) 

THEODORE COGSWELL, 

Depot)! Register of Wills for the District 

of Colombia , Clerk of the Probate Court. 

50 [Endorsed:] District of Columbia, Supreme Court. No. 

4277. John Brosnan, Jr., Appellant, vs. Irene McCarthy, 
et ah, Court of Appeals, District of Columbia. Filed Jan. 12. 1025. 
Henry W. Hodges, clerk. 

57 In the Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia. 

No. 4277. 

John Brosnan, Jr., Appellant, 

vs. 

Irene McCarthy, et ah, Appellees. 

Now comes the Appellant, by his attorneys, and moves the Court 
for leave to dispense with the printing of the statement of evidence 
in this appeal on the ground that the said statement of evidence is 
reproduced in case No. 4218, known as Mary Bramhall, et ah, vs. 
John Brosnan, Jr., et ah, this case having been tried in conjunction 
with the case on the appeal in No. 4243 and the statement of evi- 
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dence bv stipulation of parties, because of the consolidation of the 
cases for trial, is precisely the same. 

WILTON J. LAMBERT. 

R. H. YEATMAN, 

Attorneys for Appellant. 

I consent: 

W. GWYNN GARDINER, 


Attorney for Appellees. 


58 [Endorsed:] No. 4277. John Brosnan. Jr., appellant, 

vs. Irene McCarthy, et al., appellees. Stipulation. Court of 
Appeals, District of Columbia. Filed Feb. 16, 1925. Henry W. 
Hodges, Clerk. Wilton J. Lambert, Attorney and Counsellor at 
Law, Munsev Building, Washington, D. C. 
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